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Cs28 iNTERCSNNEC1'IQN AGREEMENT 
e p , , &EWEEN QWEST CORPORATION 

AND MAXCESS, IN@. 
^ 1 l-_-__l 



IPZll5Cf!, hf l i RPHY, McDOWELL & GREENFIELD, L.L.P. 
:\"!*]'C ~ 1 7 X  1:)-s ''I I' I .!l\Y. 

P $ Sir++p irB I&z~+~~ig Dtxtcrr;ritln~:cltii~~~ A ~ I ~ C C ~ T I C ~ I ~  between Qwcst Corporation flkla U S WEST 
i:~~ar.r3r1~~~~i~-zt~t\ti~, bnc x'rsl k! axccss, hn:, 
g &.;,ti,- $-?BF %XS 214~4 ft-754 

b-.baqal.;. E,:  3t~t$14 ;Irt  iff 4:: ?, \ gt:~.ltr~ctf lbi. filing are an original and ten ( 1  0) copies of the 
& 7 - ~ h j . t ~ I . p ~ ?  $zp+t-ip i ~ f~y tb ; t~ t i ~gc i i ~ )11  i$g , r~t i t r l~~l t  bet wee^^ Qwest Corp~ration flkla U S WEST 
I x j k ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 4 ~ i , ~ c ~ t i t ~ ~ a ~  Jrei: td"i)it cnt'') ;$ad Maxccss, I nc ("Maxcess") for approval by the 

. . I  f .Ft;ggge~r~cijt l i ~ g k ~ t i i ~ f ~ ~ !  agrecmenl which sets forth the terms, conditions 
+ i~ ,$  8-J ~J;Y+$+*:: ~ ~ j j g q t r  I)vgg+~l $+ill pnjvi~lc serviccs fbr resale to Maxcess for the provision of 
. . i a , @  5 .tc.q'r"i,y~~g$ w'f\p<$L$ 

9 %i'#.. 7:Fj-t;i'-rs~+r'~a~. ~ f e ~ - ~ f * a  11121 Sjii~~ilr~~i~~:iCt" i\gait~$t athcr telecon~munications casri 
$3:-ee::"t-tti::.4 ;: i , i J t j ~ ~ ~ ~ i - O * i ~ t  :%$ti t  TIN I;C'("ti guideli~lcs for negotiation and 
I q ~ f i i c ~  i~li~~<7~lnlltiit1~t+i11ic,11~ o i i f r i ~ ~ : ~  11avc ehc option tc~ adopt any n 

~ 2 y d t b t i t ; j  ax;?,i~cr;'r~v:~f i ' ipjv~\i  caj ' i i l ~ "  C'c~nrmis~ion 

-, 
~ t ~ j : '  iz,lfi2if:':krijs r l  cirifii.ttss:# u i t l l  tfrc ptihlic interest 8s identified in the state statutes of Soutl~ 
bb& -:.,$ $ 5 : ~  6 &,r;ti~kiia4ul1gl'b~, ri~lt"'\, t h ~  f$daric/ 'felacammunicatioi~s Act of 1996 and the rules of 

. * 
c+".'.q&et 4 iri n : i i l j l o ~ l ~ r . ~ ~ i i ~ t i ~  C't ~mnlishi~n f:~peditio\~s approval of this Agreement will enable 
a,$,: ji: h5tb;42~ tfir i L ~ ' l y ; i i  ~k~/\ : t f ig~:  I I I ~ I P ~ C L  and p r ~ v i d c  custoiners with increased choices 
&fITR$ i s 6  <?& 94 3F F d  $ ;l:,5::&2 L$c$'$ lLp9 





elecommunications Act of 1996, 
the terms of the Interconnection 

) between Covad Communications 
'Qwcst") that was approved by the 
We understand you have a copy of 

Qviest and CLEC (" the Parties") understand and 

-$": T J a2 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ . j l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  tgi!: Cr~rnrnz~~ion 10 ~xped i !~ :  its review and approval of this Agreement, 
' r .k82! ....* :%I-F *,!.-p: i~y;p:f~+rg i;fff:d:iisr'. ~laQf l  $ul'h appru~a l ,  

,r rc G,c,..fri): j, I;.H ~~i t : ; j ,~ i : j r :  i:d !hi$ Aorocntent, .,' tho FCC ar the Commission may issue decisions 
_ :; - -  '., ;: 2:22xt ,.;.! ~c:i:r.i~ :iiiz' fi~it":~ arid reguiations governing implementing of the Act, If such 

, , "F 1 ,,?Cd . $ , _ ,. - P- :  ; * .;% *C i, :YL:J:? ?hi-: i ~ , t t ~ f  (if tttil 1 % : ~  u p ~ n  which the Underlying Agreement was negotiated 
.--: ,; :- A? i , $ .  , ..>-.+ - :ti , i . . r f  , $k.ijjz, . , , t:ia! ! j ig  parf1~3s lo the Underlying Agreement would have negotiated 

, Y.: . &- :>, -=il G , :  ri zA:,,;:.'l::i~i~) or c~~van~nt ($)  than as contained in the Underlying Agreemenu 5 A 
r:?SK_V 
I' txul S ~ u a a r ~  

sct farth herein the Parties are entering into this 
take in the future, in any 

se relating to the types of 
Commission is to review 
ntinues to object, to the 

involving the approval of the 

and orders of the FCC arid the 
ulatury proceedings affecting the 

cedings where certain of the rules 
uncertainty in the aftermath of the 

uncertainty, and the 
Parties acknowledge 

eement has not been 
, Accordingly, when a 
ange and modify the 
la this Agreement, In 

a result of the recent 
es, In the event of a 

contained in this Agreement, 



h - 5  ' j;ei!rt;eurt shall cvtllinue in force and effect through the term of the Underlying Agreement. 
tb&tq~fai,*f tt;;s Agrsarnerrt can be terminated by either Patty on thirty (30) days written notice, if another 
;n%si>zw:l~,~~l*.:.n Aqt&zi,~?ent will riot replace the current Agreement. If there is a replacement 

T + ~ ~ :  yd,rts3s- .61f.at> kgreon~ant, alie Party can notify the other Party that it is requesting Section 2511252 
eri~-.g~,;+:~**:i  ~ I P R ~ Q T  t h ~  Federal Telecummunications Act of 1996 ("Act"). That notification will trigger the 
i@>t+i~7?xetx -an!! pracotiurss contained in Section 252 of the Act, or pursuant to the timeframes set forth by 

bilpspii;l?t: slitt8 can ln l i~~ ion ,  In the event of such notice, the arrangements between our companies 

h. T ~ ~ . +  i i , 4 L  Pr,r~acrillenf shall be irilerpreted in accordance with GTE Service Corp. v. Federal 
- < -  

.*, : + - ~ ~ : x ~ ~ ~ F q f l l j f i ~ * ~ ~  . <?A L. k -  -- C~)f:l).f?i~sio~ ---*--.,at NO, 99-1 176 (D,C. Cir. March 17, 2000). The Parties shall not be bound by 
.dfhb lr.x+.?-i~w$1;1 . A +fi ttte Unrl~rlying Agreenient, or any prior interpretation or performance under such 
-'rfj ;+icy iililt 3% ~nc~risistcnt with the Court's decision in GTE Service Corp v. Federal Communications 

vXb*5f-~,r:.i:-.i)l Ttle p i i f f l ~ ~  ,3130 recognize that certain provisions of the terms arid conditions may be void or - h T  X ' z,,. 

,iTa76.1 %ric,~k ' r?  ;I$ 3 result csTIhs July 18, 1997 and October 14, 1997, decisions of the United States Eighth 
f'2zri-r~ ,, sf A~~~~ ,,lr?al% Additionally, this Agreement shall be interpreted in accordance with all other 

i ~ ! 1 ; 3 : - $  i " ~ E j ; : ; q  ji c~r rttgulat~ty de~isions, 

:?a ;Qtwis i ~y j t~ t~  \hat Qwest's position has been, and continues to be, that Interconnection 
-:y-3'r+-:h$f'ff4;, + f : t ~ f i ' ~ t l  iotn pirrsi~ant to Sections 251 and 252 of the Act, including the reciprocal 
r~-p$~;l=h~~'iilii!~ w.~v~iljnq~~ af t h n s ~  Agreements, apply only to local traffic. Local traffic is that traffic that 
+ L'I - qw~!4?q $it:,? It:tnwaales in ftie same local calling area. Each company bears the burden of proof that the 

:ia4f1: !WJ:~J r5b:ti$t/'!i~<! d I[\ fact local in nature. 

t:t.kC :.tiJopl$ tt% lerrns a ~ i d  cunditioris of the Covad Communications Company Agreement for 
L?'.,<t . ,%A , ,, , ~-=~,r_.r:hn i,?idllr Qbvcst afid In applying the terms and conditions, agrees that MAXCESS, Inc. be 

-Gk~i' !+:!&G $0 %al;;: af "Csvad Communications Company " throughout the Agreement wherever the latter 
+~:js';?r'* 

:~~sci*:,t ri:~uesfr; ttlzi! noltccl in Qwest Corporation as may be required under the Agreement shall be 
1 ' ,, ti7f?4 .rib*. ti,;:?$%$' 

I::~r@:(;rar Ir!lercurrflectian Compliance 
'rlib! Calttorrrra Street, Room 2450 
Disi.ivil,lr @O 80,702 

<y:;:7 ;;f)gy :<: 
i3i?.cir ?of$~orabon Law Department 
~ : ? I : : ~ ~ : ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  Gonerat Counsel, Interconnection 
I6J3f C@fil~!rniu Street, 51st Floor 
k";t;ua: f;Q fig202 





So~tttl Dakota Public Utilities Commission 

WEEKLY FILINGS 
Far: if3i@ Perialfa of November 30, 2000 through December 6,2000 

i" %<<5r rw.; ;-i +:t$mgi.rtl*j ;:zf~y uT 9 filing faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed to you, please contact Delaine 
1.,:::$7 tqvifki,n 5dt.i bkisiness days of this filing. Phone: 605-773-3705 Fax: 605-773-3809 

CONSUMER CQMPLA1NTS 

p +* ~ - 9 2 ~  -;k+Fk, f $ 3  OIP l t i ~  Mattar af the @o~?~plaint: filed by Terry Hoffmann, Flandreau, South- Dakota, 
ga-gsrnst MGl LYorldCcrrr~ and lonex Communications North, Inc. Regarding 
Una\stlior'izcd Switching of Services. 

I' i 

.:"7bt;.;ir B ?2-:icg5!~,!is:;+<z'j :tIFbg&$ that his long distance service was sw~tched without autlloriza 
s ::,.;* 9 d t t L 4 i ! y  acc~rdrng to South Dakota Codified laws." 

CT@T?=% 12 tfu (!?a Mattor of the: Complaint filed by Mike Mattern, Aberdeen, South Dakota, 
ngatnst MsLeodUSA Telecoinmunicatioras Services, lnc. Regarding Poor Service. 

a 10 -+,$-- rtr - 
I 'hi ,,~~i;$-&iiiti:X uaepas RncLet3dllSA was contacted on November 13, 2000 to report a phone 
G~:Z-JE+ ,:cF~ f FY~C+ pl'ti9fl~ kit36 w a ~  not repalred until November IT ,  2000. The complainant alleges the 
srL-$ cdti~,)'yf $1: ? Li-l,;+@~~py ,tj'f bto reqrlssf for repars went unheeded. He reports that being without phone 
ag$p fjFd Bp4~z6L:v$j t = ~  .,a, I ;$ 3:jys had impacted his business revenue. The complainant is seeking 
- A d * , - * i W i ~ # r z  $09 jnciTt.il~i~cl djflleg~.:S : ' ~ r  the anl~unt of $4690,00 for the period of time without phone 

ELECTRIC 

sq i$$i'.bJ~& kt tihe fv4qrrter of the Filing by NarthWestern Public Service Cornpa I 
t ~ t  i% BJlf tl>radltlng Wlechanisin far Yankton Sioux Tribe Members. 

J,4y, sG: = .,. -? , ,, -$, - , , N:irtri'r-*t!;2s\arn Publ~c Serv ic~  was filed with the Comrnission for approval of a Bill 
- o13,yzz"i-'.'" , i 6 )  = ,, il jt,giSi .+V,~?,J.:E -.~k'~ut~?i f a t l ~ ~ ~ t  an adji~sttnent to normal Northwestern Public Service Rates 

" A-z izzL+q,-rei-.,-8d ,,, iTz-l ,,,,,). I ,. T cr,srsrr\it:ec"i 40 thc Yankton Sioux Tribe by Western Area Power Administration. 
a ~ k ~ % ~ - : ' i .  :a ,';if \t$,Issiarn Area Power Administration preference power, low cost power 

r ad:%- +-: c.s,i~~ "1~5 - c i f : i f i *  :.2 S G V Y T ~ J ~  1rrdrar-i Tribes. The proposed credit adjustment mechanism would 
3 ,  --w 5? -* i:,: :p17t i l f ~ f : h t i r ) ~ i  i$iazx Trjb@ to real~ze the savlngs of this low cost power, 



TELECOMMUNICATIONS i 

T G ~ ~ O V  $3 ia& k$attier tsf fhe Filing for Approvaf of an Opt-ln Interconnectian .Agrs@fl~&n$ 
Qb!vest Corporation and Maxcess, Inc. 

" .& s-*; 6% &*b&+""lhS+ - 3 ir 
4, z f & ~ ~ ~  .*, L ~ - ~ , - - C ~ ~ L , ,  -~imi.~<+~ 1g:eemen! be!v,ieen Qwast Corporation (QIMPS:) ana fsP:s*~sjg 1 ~ -  ; 
$ $ x -  21 m%2&i&J ss,.,-+ ~ 3 5  5i@& 3,~qth .fee c~q%issron for app:oval The agreeme;?? a n e ; 2 ~ r ~ : ~ ; ~  i?;;~d,--- 

,r' 1 

,%.? - ip Gw P +,,,a &+ti - I ~ ~ & R  'i;?7, *% tJ ,e , a- <c, W ~ S  F l  ir. ~3adttih3ns and prices u ~ d e r  wnfch Qwest injilj ~ c ~ r c 5  SSP, ~ $ 5  *,:;, b-. $ 4  IV 

z2 &&&T::$$~ ;%e ~f irscsf exchange services Any party ~ 1 ~ f i i ~ ; g  !3 C Q , ~ ~ + ~ : ~ * * *  ,;*I "p. .' .:J , 

z&raq$%pE'*r %?&- $0 $$ bP- v+ j@sn ,-asments til:th :he Comm,ss:=n a-72 E F ~  22: 9% "*',Y 
L _ 

~ ~ ~ ~ & ~ - \ + e ~  "3 .a:+-$ -. --- ";atx D e ~ e m ~ e r  2'3. 2008 Pa6;es to the agreeme!?; * ~ - ; a $  q r i 2  S ~ ~ ~ L : - S P = -  Y- r e i q r :  a, Y ,, --I* 4,#9;i c 

-2- c q ? ? ~  + ~ ~ - , . $ d - p * Z *  GpZS 
., ., .-.,. . , . y .-5 ,.-r ?a",g- :we%"a:y d ; ~ y s  after the sePv ICC of the ~nttrai ~39nef!ts + '- -.*- 5 &.# a L ~ @ @ - -  h  at. &%i%%$&t of r;&.ra Application of ALLTEL Carnmunicatians, inc, far a Cfjrtn$it~$fi@ 

Q$ Wf~sB&&ty 10 Pr~vidir Interexchange Telecommunications Seirvic@s jizi l%tyutPk 
O&k@f&. 

$I;,- ; ;L * r # * , m  C B &  i{:7:$z~*~~c~:~$:~33: ;?$ $,iAkTEL) has fiisd 2 -quest for 3 Certiflca:e JP fi,;t-~ari \ :-) ;,p'2 ~ : - ~ 3 ~ h  ?-.* 

-$++,$+$ :p':g<i~~+,:,,e:*;,a",~:$yf %grvrges tnrgwgh~tri Sc~:,p Dakota. ALLTEL inteq35: :s :;ier -2:$$:+ J 

.t..$i'pg$*s* -,, ,., q 7 ~ ; $ ? ~ : a E ~  ;a~".birp&*3$ti3~ai 'iang d~starlce servlce. ~ncluaing callrng c;;3r~% ,- 

Y;5si ,-+; +bs&.i+i~ 4kr; tisting and other PUC publications via our websire or vta irttar~et e-rtrtr;r 
g..*- . ,* &>&$ ~sj-%..f;ci,r;%e at %if&~bsc~ ibe  to the PUC mailing lists at http:;i~~q<bt'd*i~",t~te sd :;%'$GQ - 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC CB"BLlT1ES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING FOR ) ORDER APPROVING 
APPRQVALo OF AN OPT- iN  ) AGREEMENT 
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT BEWEEN ) 
QVVEST'CORPBFSATION AND MAXCESS, INC. 1 TC00-I97 

On Novernber 30, 2000, Qwest Corporation (Qwest) filed for approval by the South 
Ooke$aa Public Utilities Commission (Commission) an opt-in interconnection agreement 
bst&i!ear4~ Maxcess, lnc. (Maxcess) and Qwest. 

On December 7, 2000, the Commission electronically transmitted notice of this filing 
fa rrrt~f.esta,b individuals and entities. The notice stated that any person wishing to 
C C ~ ~ I I ~ I I G ~ ~ ,  on the parties' request for approval had until December 20, 2000, to do so, No 
titfrrl1fi.tents W B ~ B  filed, 

At its duly not~ced March 6, 2001, meeting, the Commission considered whether to 
;?pprove the agreement between Qwest and Maxcess. Con~mission Staff recommended its 
.c~glaraqal 

'The Cornrniss~on has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapter 49-31, 
3fid t l ? ~  Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996. 111 accordance with 47 U.S.C. 5 
2S%(u)(2), the Commission found that the agreement does not discriminate against a 
t~l$?r;amn~i~nications carrier that is not a party to the agreernent and the agreernent is 
corls~stant wtttt the public interest, convenience, and necessity. The Commission 
r ~ n a r i ~ i ~ \ ~ ~ ~ s l y  voted to approve the agreernent. It is therefore 

ORDERED, that the Commission approves the agreement. 
'l 

Oaled al Pierre, South Dakota, this q&' day of March, 2001. 

CERTIFICATE , OF SERVICE 

Ftw qnde,ri[mcd llereby certlller thal lhls 
t:-%-i;-:.,j~i~rrr 114s bcun served Ioday upon all parties of 
iv:':.fJ if \  !hli, dwket, as listed on Ihe dockel servlce 
:,#it Fir I~tdg!milr! or by first class mall, In properly 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION: 

/I (-.+&-&+- -)q , , 

PAM NELSON, Commissioner 

14 
1 (UFFICIAI. SEAL.) 
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